
Ms. Donna R. Searcy
Secretary, Federal Communications
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC. 20554

May 12, 1993
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Dear Commissioners,

The Summit county communications Board, on behalf of all pUblic
safety agencies in summit County, would like to file pUblic comment
regarding Part 88 of the Notice of Proposed RUlemaking. We are a
tourist-oriented county located in the central Rocky Mountain
region of Colorado. There are several aspects of Part 88 with
which we are very concerned.

Of major concern are the proposals to impose highly restrictive
limits on tower height and power limits. In a county bordered by
13 , 000 to 14, 000 foot peaks, this would require us to build a
number of additional radio sites in an area of 660 square miles
that is 73 percent National Forest land. Our existing sites would
be rendered virtually non-functional due to the mountainous nature
of our terrain. Not only is the availability of land an issue
because of the moratorium on the building of electronic sites on
National Forest Service land, the cost to build these sites in
times of limited government spending is a serious obstacle. To
comply with this restriction at all would be difficult at best. To
comply by 1996 would basically shut down effective communications
with all public safety agencies in our county.

A second concern with the proposed rule making is the splitting of
all frequencies in the 150-174 MHz bandwidth to create three new 5
kHz channels, of which one of the three would be available to non­
pUblic safety users. The cost to switch to all new equipment in
the allotted time frame would impose some serious financial
constraints on all of our public safety agencies.

There are a number of other troublesome issues associated with the
proposed changes: 1) The rugged, mountainous areas are very
different from most areas of the country in regards to radio
transmissions. Perhaps some different considerations should be
given to those areas. 2) Most of the changeover dates are set for
January 1. In an area that depends on the ski industry for its
livelihood, those dates fall during some of the busiest times of
the year. Spring or fall would be much better times for tourist
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areas. 3) If in fact Part 88 is approved, it would be best to make
all the changes at one time rather than go through several
equipment changeovers and push the implementation date back
further. Buying equipment in larger quantities all at one time
could possibly drive costs down some and extending the date would
allow for more planning time and accumulation of money (which is
the most serious issue ).

In summary, Part 88 would critically impact all pUblic safety
communications within our county. We do understand the need for
additional frequencies in many parts of the country, especially in
heavily populated areas. Summit county and many other mountainous
areas are not experiencing that situation however, and would be
much more impacted than other areas by some of the proposed
changes. We appreciate your consideration of these issues and
would be willing to answer any questions you may have or work
together with you to develop solutions appropriate for our county.
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